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METHODS, APPARATUS AND SYSTEM FOR
IDENTIFYING A DOCUMENT

FIELD

The present disclosure relates to identifying a document. In
an example embodiment, the disclosure relates to utilizing a
signature of a document to identify an associated document.

BACKGROUND

Printed documents may remain in circulation for a period
of'time and the source of the document may become unclear.
A document may have an identification mark that uniquely
identifies the document. Example identification marks
include identification numbers and/or bar codes. While docu-
ments may have an identification mark that uniquely identi-
fies each document, the identification mark may be incorrect
or may be missing. Thus, it can often be difficult to identify
and/or locate a corresponding electronically-stored version of
the printed document.

The electronically-stored version of the document may be
stored on a variety of media including a single medium or
multiple media (e.g., a centralized or distributed database,
and/or associated caches and servers), solid-state memories,
optical media, magnetic media, and the like. It can also often
be difficult to determine if two electronically-stored docu-
ments are identical or substantially similar.

A number of techniques are available for analyzing docu-
ments, including electronically-stored documents and printed
documents. For example, analysis algorithms and methods
may be utilized to recognize text and/or graphics based on the
underlying pixel data obtained from images of the docu-
ments. The analysis algorithms and methods may identify
remarkable characteristics in the image of a document, such
as “keypoints”. A “keypoint” and techniques for detecting
them are known in the art. These are locations of extreme
values in a set of images based on the original image where
each image in the set is the original passed through a band
pass filter.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

The present disclosure is illustrated by way of example and
not limitation in the figures of the accompanying drawings, in
which like references indicate similar elements and in which:

FIG. 1 illustrates a page of a document divided into an
example array of cells of substantially equal area, in accor-
dance with an example embodiment;

FIG. 2 is an example representation of a portion of the
document page of FIG. 1, in accordance with an example
embodiment;

FIG. 3 is an example representation of the portion of FIG.
2 illustrating an optional normalization of the one or more
counts of remarkable characteristics, in accordance with an
example embodiment;

FIGS. 4A and 4B show example representations of a por-
tion of a first document and a portion of a second document,
in accordance with an example embodiment;

FIGS. 5A and 5B show example representations of a por-
tion of a first document and a portion of a second document
incorporating an optional normalization of the one or more
counts of remarkable characteristics, in accordance with an
example embodiment;

FIG. 6 is a block diagram of an example system for iden-
tifying and/or locating electronically-stored documents, in
accordance with an example embodiment;
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2

FIG. 7 is a flowchart illustrating an example method for
identifying and/or locating an electronically-stored docu-
ment, in accordance with an example embodiment;

FIG. 8 is a flowchart illustrating an example method for
determining a document similarity score for two documents,
in accordance with an example embodiment;

FIG. 9 is a block diagram of an apparatus, in accordance
with an example embodiment, to identify a document; and

FIG. 10 is a block diagram of a computer processing sys-
tem 1000 within which a set of instructions, for causing the
computer to perform any one or more of the methodologies
discussed herein, may be executed.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The description that follows includes illustrative systems,
methods, techniques, instruction sequences, and computing
program products that embody example embodiments of the
present invention. In the following description, for purposes
of'explanation, numerous specific details are set forth in order
to provide an understanding of various embodiments of the
inventive subject matter. It will be evident, however, to those
skilled in the art that embodiments of the inventive subject
matter may be practiced without these specific details. In
general, well-known instruction instances, protocols, struc-
tures and techniques have not been shown in detail.

Generally, example embodiments of a system for identify-
ing and/or locating electronically-stored documents, includ-
ing reports, are disclosed. The disclosed system may assist a
user in determining the identification of a document, may
assist the user in determining a location of an electronically-
stored version of the document, and may assist the user in
obtaining an electronically-stored version of the document. In
one example embodiment, the document is a printed docu-
ment. The electronically-stored version of the document may
be identical to the printed document, or substantially similar
to the printed document. The electronically-stored version of
the document may be formatted, may be unformatted, and/or
may be stored as raw data used for creating a document. The
disclosed system may also provide an indication of a similar-
ity between two or more printed documents and/or may pro-
vide an indication of a similarity between two or more elec-
tronically-stored documents.

In one example embodiment, a count of remarkable char-
acteristics of a document is used to create a signature of the
document. In one example embodiment, the signature may be
compared to one or more signatures of one or more electroni-
cally-stored documents. In one example embodiment, the
signature may be compared to one or more signatures of one
or more printed documents. In one example embodiment, the
signature of two or more electronically-stored documents
may be compared.

In one example embodiment, the remarkable characteristic
is a “keypoint.” A keypoint, and techniques for detecting
them, are known in the art. These are locations of extreme
values in a set of images based on the original image where
each image in the set is the original passed through a different
band pass filter. In one example embodiment, the signature is
based on the distribution of remarkable characteristics in a
portion of the document. In one example embodiment, the
remarkable characteristics may be obtained from an image
file, word processor file, screen shot, pdf (portable document
format) file, jpeg (joint photographic experts group) file, and
the like.

In one example embodiment, a count of keypoints in a
portion of a document is determined to create the signature.
For example, a single count of keypoints may be determined
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for a portion of a document. In one example embodiment, a
count of keypoints may be determined for each sub-portion of
a plurality of sub-portions of a document. In one example
embodiment, a count of keypoints may be determined for
each sub-portion of a portion of a document. Each sub-por-
tion may be of substantially equal area.

In one example embodiment, a portion of a document is
divided into an array of cells of substantially equal area, and
a count of keypoints within each of the cells is determined.
For example, a page of a document may be divided into an
array of cells of substantially equal area. FIG. 1 illustrates a
page of a document 100 divided into an example array of cells
102 of substantially equal area, in accordance with one
example embodiment.

FIG. 2 is an example representation of a portion of the
document page of FIG. 1, in accordance with an example
embodiment. The portion 204 is segmented into a plurality of
cells 208. Each cell may be associated with a count of remark-
able characteristics located within the cell. For example, one
or more cells 208-1, 208-2 may be associated with a corre-
sponding count of the number of keypoints located within the
cell. In one example embodiment, a count for each of two or
more different types of remarkable characteristics may be
determined.

In one example embodiment, one or more electronically-
stored documents are pre-processed to determine one or more
counts of one or more remarkable characteristics located
within each cell of a plurality of defined cells of the electroni-
cally-stored document. The one or more counts of remarkable
characteristics for a corresponding electronically-stored
document may be stored for future use. For example, the one
or more counts of remarkable characteristics may be stored
for use in a document comparison procedure. In one example
embodiment, the one or more counts of remarkable charac-
teristics may be one or more counts of keypoints. In one
example embodiment, the one or more counts of one or more
remarkable characteristics located within each cell of a plu-
rality of defined cells of the electronically-stored document
may be dynamically determined during the determination of
a document similarity score between two documents, as
described more fully below.

FIG. 3 is an example representation 304 of the portion 204
of FIG. 2 illustrating an optional normalization of the one or
more counts of remarkable characteristics, in accordance
with an example embodiment. For example, the counts of
remarkable characteristics of a plurality of cells may be
summed to create a total remarkable characteristic count.
Each of the remarkable characteristic counts associated with
a cell may be normalized by dividing the remarkable charac-
teristic count associated with the cell by the total remarkable
characteristic count. For example, the example representation
304 of FIG. 3 has a total remarkable characteristic count of
300, and cell 308-1 of the example representation 304 of FIG.
3 has a keypoint count equal to 60. The normalized remark-
able characteristic count may therefore be calculated by
dividing the remarkable characteristic count of 60 by the total
remarkable characteristic count of 300 for a normalized
remarkable characteristic count of 0.2. Cell 308-2 of the
example representation 304 of FIG. 3 has a keypoint count
equal to 10. The normalized remarkable characteristic count
may therefore be calculated by dividing the remarkable char-
acteristic count of 10 by the total remarkable characteristic
count of 300 for a normalized keypoint count of approxi-
mately 0.033.

FIG. 4A shows an example representation of a portion
404-1 of a first document, and FIG. 4B shows an example
representation of a portion 404-2 of a second document. Each
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4

portion 404-1, 404-2 has been segmented into a plurality of
cells 408, and each cell 408 has an associated keypoint count.
For example, cells 408-1, 408-2 have a keypoint count of
Zero.

FIG. 5A shows an example representation 504-1 of the
portion 404-1 of FIG. 4 and FIG. 5B shows an example
representation 504-2 of the portion 404-2 of FIG. 4 incorpo-
rating an optional normalization of the one or more counts of
remarkable characteristics, in accordance with an example
embodiment. In an example embodiment, one or more nor-
malized keypoint counts in the portion 504-1 is compared
with one or more normalized keypoint counts in the portion
504-2 to determine if the two corresponding documents are
identical or substantially similar.

In one example embodiment, one or more cells of the
portion 504-1 may be selected as a base cell. Each base cell of
the portion 504-1 may be compared to a corresponding base
cell of the portion 504-2. The corresponding base cell of the
second document may be the cell of the second document that
is located in a similar position relative to the second document
as the selected base cell is located in relation to the first
document. In one example embodiment, the absolute value of
the difference between the remarkable characteristic counts
of the corresponding base cells may be calculated to deter-
mine a base cell similarity score. In one example embodi-
ment, the absolute value of the difference between the nor-
malized remarkable characteristic counts of the
corresponding base cells may be calculated to determine a
base cell similarity score. For example, base cell 508-1 has a
normalized keypoint count of 0.2 and corresponding base cell
508-2 has a normalized keypoint count of 0.0. The base cell
similarity score is 0.2. A plurality of base cell similarity
scores corresponding to a plurality of selected base cells may
be summed to determine a document similarity score. The
document similarity score provides an indication of the simi-
larity of the corresponding documents.

In one example embodiment, each base cell similarity
score is augmented by including a similarity measure for one
or more cells that neighbor the base cell. For example, the
absolute value of the difference between the remarkable char-
acteristic counts of a neighboring cell of a base cell of the
portion 404-1 and a corresponding neighboring cell of the
portion 404-2 may be calculated to determine a neighbor cell
similarity score. In one example embodiment, the remarkable
characteristic counts are normalized remarkable characteris-
tic counts.

The base cell similarity score and the corresponding one or
more neighbor cell similarity scores may be summed to deter-
mine an augmented base cell similarity score. In one example
embodiment, a neighbor cell is a cell that borders a base cell.
In one example embodiment, a base cell has four neighbor
cells. In one example embodiment, a base cell has eight
neighbor cells. In one example embodiment, a neighbor cell is
acell that borders a base cell or that borders aneighbor cell (of
the base cell) that is included in the augmented base cell
similarity score. The augmented base cell similarity scores
may be summed to determine a document similarity score.

Inone embodiment, the neighbor cell similarity scores may
be multiplied by a weighting factor to determine a weighted
neighbor cell similarity score. In one embodiment, a positive
value less than one is used. For example, an example weight-
ing factor of 0.5 may be used to give a neighboring cell less
weight in the augmented base cell similarity score than the
corresponding base cell. In one embodiment, a weighting
factor of 0.25 is used. In one embodiment, a weighting factor
01'0.125 is used. A weighted base cell similarity score may be
determined by summing the base cell similarity score and the
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one or more corresponding weighted neighbor cell similarity
scores. The weighted base cell similarity scores may be
summed to determine a document similarity score. In one
example embodiment, the remarkable characteristic counts
are normalized remarkable characteristic counts.

FIG. 6 is a block diagram of an example system 600 for
identifying and/or locating electronically-stored documents,
in accordance with an example embodiment.

System 600 may comprise an image capture and process-
ing device 608, a processing system 610, a storage system
614, and an optional network-based storage system 616. The
processing system 610 may communicate with the image
capture and processing device 608 and the optional storage
system 616 via a network 618. Processing system 610 may
directly communicate with the storage system 614.

The image capture and processing device 608 may be an
electronic camera, an electronic camera embedded in a cel-
Iular phone, an electronic camera embedded in a mobile
communication device, a tablet computer, a personal digital
assistant (PDA), a document scanner, and the like. The image
capture and processing device 608 may capture one or more
images of a printed document. Each image may comprise a
plurality of pages of a document, a full page of a document, or
a portion of a page of a document. In one example embodi-
ment, an image of the first full page of a printed document
may be captured. In one example embodiment, the image
capture and processing device 608 may capture an image of a
portion of a document and may transfer the image to the
processing system 610 via the network 618. In one example
embodiment, the image capture and processing device 608
may capture an image of a portion of a document, obtain one
ormore electronically-stored documents, and perform a com-
parison between signatures of the image of the document and
each of the one or more of the obtained electronically-stored
documents. In one example embodiment, the signature of the
captured image is determined by the image capture and pro-
cessing device 608 or a co-located processor (not shown).

The storage system 614 and the optional storage system
616 may electronically store one or more documents on a
variety of media including a single medium or multiple media
(e.g., a centralized or distributed database, and/or associated
caches and servers), solid-state memories, optical media,
magnetic media, and the like. Documents include image files,
word processor files, screen shots, pdf files, jpeg files, and the
like. Reports may be stored as a document image, or may be
stored as data that may be generated into a document. The
storage system 614 may comprise a plurality of storage sub-
systems (not shown). The plurality of storage sub-systems
may be centrally located or may be geographically distrib-
uted.

Network 618 may be a local area network (LAN), a wire-
less network, a metropolitan area network (MAN), a wide
area network (WAN), a wireless network, a network of inter-
connected networks, the public switched telephone network
(PSTN), and the like.

The processing system 610, described more fully below in
conjunction with FIG. 10, may obtain an image of'a portion of
a document, obtain one or more electronically-stored docu-
ments, and perform a comparison between signatures of the
image of the document and each of the one or more obtained
electronically-stored documents, in accordance with an
example embodiment.

FIG. 7 is a flowchart illustrating an example method for
identifying and/or locating an electronically stored document
in accordance with an example embodiment. One or more
images of a document are obtained (operation 704). In one
example embodiment, a user may photograph a page of a
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printed document using a camera. For example, a camera
embedded in a cellular phone may be used to photograph a
page of a printed document. In one embodiment, the camera
is embedded in a tablet computer. In one example embodi-
ment, a visual guide on the camera may be used to align the
camera lens with the printed document. In one example
embodiment, an electronically stored image of the printed
document is retrieved.

The obtained image is transferred to the processing system
610 (operation 710). Prior to transferal, the image may be
optionally pre-processed. For example, the image may be
compressed using the zip file format compression algorithms.

In one example embodiment, the processing system 610
performs an optional pre-processing procedure. For example,
if the obtained image is compressed, the processing system
610 may decompress the obtained image.

In one example embodiment, the processing system 610
may count the remarkable characteristic count for each cell in
the obtained image (operation 714). In one example embodi-
ment, the remarkable characteristic count for each cell in the
obtained image may be obtained from the image capture and
processing device 608.

In one example embodiment, the processing system 610
may perform an optional normalizing technique on the char-
acteristic counts (operation 716). For example, as described
more fully above, the remarkable characteristic counts corre-
sponding to each of a plurality of cells may be summed to
create a total remarkable characteristic count. Each remark-
able characteristic count associated with a cell may be nor-
malized by dividing the remarkable characteristic count asso-
ciated with a cell by the total remarkable characteristic count.

The one or more remarkable characteristic counts of a
selected cell of the obtained image may then be compared
with one or more remarkable characteristic counts of a cor-
responding cell associated with an electronically-stored
document, and a document similarity score may be deter-
mined (operation 718), as described more fully below.

In one example embodiment, a test is performed to deter-
mine if all relevant electronically-stored documents have
been compared (operation 722). If all relevant electronically-
stored documents have not been compared, the method con-
tinues with operation 718.

If all relevant electronically-stored documents have been
compared, the electronically-stored document that is most
similar to the printed document may be determined and iden-
tified (operation 726). In one example embodiment, the elec-
tronically-stored document associated with the lowest docu-
ment similarity score is the most similar document. In one
example embodiment, the identity of the electronically-
stored document with the lowest document similarity score
may be determined. In one example embodiment, the location
of the electronically-stored document with the lowest docu-
ment similarity score may be determined. In one example
embodiment, the electronically-stored document with the
lowest document similarity score may be obtained. In one
example embodiment, a link to the electronically-stored
document with the lowest document similarity score may be
provided. In one example embodiment, a plurality of elec-
tronically-stored documents associated with the lowest docu-
ment similarity scores may be one or more of identified,
located, and obtained.

In one example embodiment, operation 704 may be per-
formed by the image capture and processing device 608, and
operations 714 through 726 may be performed by processing
system 610.

In one example embodiment, the captured image is not
transferred to the processing system 610 in operation 710;
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instead, one or more electronically-stored documents are
transferred to the image capture and processing device 608 or
a co-located processor (not shown), and operations 704 and
714 through 726 are performed by the image capture and
processing device 608 or a co-located processor (not shown).

In one example embodiment, the captured image is not
transferred to the processing system 610 in operation 710;
instead, one or more remarkable characteristic counts asso-
ciated with one or more electronically-stored documents are
transferred to the image capture and processing device 608 or
a co-located processor (not shown), and operations 704 and
714 through 726 are performed by the image capture and
processing device 608 or a co-located processor (not shown).

In one example embodiment, the captured image is not
transferred to the processing system 610 in operation 710;
instead, the normalized remarkable characteristic counts of
the document image are determined by the image capture and
processing device 608 and are transferred to the processing
system 610, and operations 714 through 726 are performed by
the processing system 610.

FIG. 8 is a flowchart illustrating an example method for
determining a document similarity score for two documents,
in accordance with one example embodiment. In one example
embodiment, each document may be a printed document. In
one example embodiment, each document may be an elec-
tronically-stored document. In one example embodiment,
one document may be a printed document, and one document
may be an electronically-stored document.

One or more counts of remarkable characteristics for each
of'one ormore cells of a corresponding first document may be
obtained (operation 808). One or more counts of remarkable
characteristics for each of one or more cells of a correspond-
ing second document may be obtained (operation 812). Inone
example embodiment, the one or more remarkable character-
istic counts are obtained from a storage device or the like. In
one example embodiment, the one or more remarkable char-
acteristic counts are obtained from an image capture and
processing device or the like. In one example embodiment,
the one or more counts of remarkable characteristics are
obtained by segmenting a representation of a portion of a
document into a plurality of cells and counting the number of
remarkable characteristics located within one or more of the
plurality of cells (as described more fully above).

The one or more remarkable characteristic counts may
optionally be normalized (operation 816). In one example
embodiment, the one or more remarkable characteristic
counts corresponding to the first document may be summed
to create a total remarkable characteristic count for the first
document, and the one or more remarkable characteristic
counts corresponding to the second document may be
summed to create a total remarkable characteristic count for
the second document. Each remarkable characteristic count
associated with a cell of the first document may be normalized
by dividing the remarkable characteristic count associated
with the cell of the first document by the total remarkable
characteristic count of the first document. Each remarkable
characteristic count associated with a cell of the second docu-
ment may be normalized by dividing the remarkable charac-
teristic count associated with the cell of the second document
by the total remarkable characteristic count of the second
document.

During operation 820, a base cell similarity score is calcu-
lated. In one example embodiment, one cell of the first docu-
ment is selected as a base cell, and the absolute value of the
difference between the remarkable characteristic count of the
selected base cell and the remarkable characteristic count of a
corresponding base cell in the second document is calculated
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to determine a base cell similarity score. The corresponding
base cell of the second document is the cell of the second
document that is in a similar position relative to the second
document as the selected base cell is in relation to the first
document. In one example embodiment, the remarkable char-
acteristic counts are normalized remarkable characteristic
counts.

Each base cell similarity score may be optionally aug-
mented by including a similarity measure for one or more
cells that are a neighbor of the base cell (operation 824). The
absolute value of the difference between a neighboring cell of
a base cell of the first document and a corresponding neigh-
boring cell of the corresponding base cell of the second docu-
ment may be calculated to determine a neighbor cell similar-
ity score. In one example embodiment, the remarkable
characteristic counts are normalized remarkable characteris-
tic counts.

The base cell similarity score and the optional one or more
corresponding neighbor cell similarity scores may be
summed to determine an augmented base cell similarity score
(operation 824). In one example embodiment, each neighbor
cell similarity score may be multiplied by a weighting factor
to determine a weighted neighbor cell similarity score, and
the base cell similarity score and the optional one or more
corresponding weighted neighbor cell similarity scores may
be summed to determine the augmented base cell similarity
score (operation 824). In one example embodiment, the
remarkable characteristic counts are normalized remarkable
characteristic counts.

In one example embodiment, a test may be performed to
determine if all base cells have been selected (operation 828).
It all base cells have not been selected, operations 820
through 828 may be repeated.

If all base cells have been selected, the electronically-
stored document that is most similar to the first document may
be determined. The base cell similarity scores, or the optional
augmented base cell similarity scores, may be summed to
determine a document similarity score (operation 832). Inone
example embodiment, the document corresponding to the
lowest document similarity score is selected as the most simi-
lar document.

In one example embodiment, a document control tag and/
or bar code that uniquely identifies the document may be
located on the document. For example, the document control
tag and/or bar code may be located in a footer of the printed
document. In one example embodiment, a user initiates the
performance of one or more of optical character recognition
of'the document control tag and/or scanning of the bar code to
identify the printed document.

In one example embodiment, an image of the document
control tag may be captured. Optical character recognition
may be performed on the image of the document control tag
to read the document control tag in a known manner and
identify the printed document.

In one example embodiment, the bar code may be scanned
to read the bar code in a known manner and identify the
printed document. In one example embodiment, the scanned
bar code may be processed to derive the identity of the printed
document. For example, the scanned bar code may be utilized
in a table look-up to derive the identity of the printed docu-
ment.

FIG. 9 is a block diagram of an apparatus, in accordance
with an example embodiment, to identify a document. For
example, the apparatus 900 may be used to identify an elec-
tronically-stored version of a printed document and, accord-
ingly, is described by way of example with reference thereto.
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The apparatus 900 is shown to include a processing system
902 that may be implemented on a server, client, or other
processing device that includes an operating system 904 for
executing software instructions. In accordance with an
example embodiment, the apparatus 900 includes a charac-
teristic count module 906, a normalization module 910, a cell
similarity score module 914, and a document similarity score
module 918. In accordance with an example embodiment, the
apparatus 900 includes a document storage interface 922.

FIG. 10 is a block diagram of a computer processing sys-
tem 1000 within which a set of instructions, for causing the
computer to perform any one or more of the methodologies
discussed herein, may be executed. In some embodiments,
the computer operates as a standalone device or may be
connected (e.g., networked) to other computers. In a net-
worked deployment, the computer may operate in the capac-
ity of a server or a client computer in server-client network
environment, or as a peer computer in a peer-to-peer (or
distributed) network environment. In a networked deploy-
ment, the computer may operate in the capacity of a server or
a client computer in a server-client network environment, or
as a peer computer in a peer-to-peer (or distributed) network
environment.

Embodiments may also, for example, be deployed by Soft-
ware-as-a-Service (SaaS), Application Service Provider
(ASP), or utility computing providers, in addition to being
sold or licensed via traditional channels. The computer may
be a server computer, a personal computer (PC), a tablet PC,
a set-top box (STB), a PDA, cellular telephone, tablet com-
puter, or any processing device capable of executing a set of
instructions (sequential or otherwise) that specify actions to
be taken by that device. Further, while only a single computer
is illustrated, the term “computer” shall also be taken to
include any collection of computers that individually or
jointly execute a set (or multiple sets) of instructions to per-
form any one or more of the methodologies discussed herein.

The example computer processing system 1000 includes
processor 1002 (e.g., a central processing unit (CPU), a
graphics processing unit (GPU) or both), main memory 1004
and static memory 1006, which communicate with each other
via bus 1008. The processing system 1000 may further
include video display unit 1010 (e.g., a plasma display, a
liquid crystal display (LCD) or a cathode ray tube (CRT)).
The processing system 1000 also includes alphanumeric
input device 1012 (e.g., a keyboard), a cursor control device
1014 (e.g. a mouse, touch screen, or the like), a disk drive unit
1016, a signal generation device 1018 (e.g. a speaker), and a
network interface device 1020.

The disk drive unit 1016 includes non-transitory machine-
readable medium 1022 on which is stored one or more sets of
data structures and instructions 1024 (e.g., software)
embodying or utilized by any one or more of the methodolo-
gies or functions described herein. The instructions 1024 may
also reside, completely or at least partially, within the main
memory 1004 and/or within the processor 1002 during execu-
tion thereot by the processing system 1000, the main memory
1004 and the processor 1002 also constituting computer-
readable, tangible media.

The instructions 1024 may further be transmitted or
received over network 1026 via a network interface device
1020 utilizing any one of a number of well-known transfer
protocols (e.g., Hypertext Transfer Protocol).

While the non-transitory computer-readable medium 1022
is shown in an example embodiment to be a single medium,
the term “computer-readable medium” should be taken to
include a single medium or multiple media (e.g., a centralized
or distributed database, and/or associated caches and servers)
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that store the one or more sets of instructions. The term
“non-transitory computer-readable medium” shall also be
taken to include any non-transitory medium that is capable of
storing, encoding or carrying a set of instructions for execu-
tion by the computer and that cause the computer to perform
any one or more of the methodologies of the present applica-
tion, or that is capable of storing, encoding or carrying data
structures utilized by or associated with such a set of instruc-
tions. The term “non-transitory computer-readable medium”
shall accordingly be taken to include, but not be limited to,
solid-state memories, and optical and magnetic media.

Certain embodiments are described herein as including
logic or a number of components, modules, or mechanisms.
Modules may constitute either software modules (e.g., code
embodied on a non-transitory machine-readable medium or
in a transmission signal) or hardware modules. A hardware
module is a tangible unit capable of performing certain opera-
tions and may be configured or arranged in a certain manner.
In example embodiments, one or more computer systems
(e.g., the computing device) or one or more hardware mod-
ules of a computer system (e.g., a processor or a group of
processors) may be configured by software (e.g., an applica-
tion or application portion) as a hardware module that oper-
ates to perform certain operations as described herein.

In various embodiments, a hardware module may be
implemented mechanically or electronically. For example, a
hardware module may comprise dedicated circuitry or logic
that is permanently configured (e.g., as a special-purpose
processor, such as a field programmable gate array (FPGA) or
ASIC) to perform certain operations. A hardware module
may also comprise programmable logic or circuitry (e.g., as
encompassed within a general-purpose processor or other
programmable processor) that is temporarily configured by
software to perform certain operations. It will be appreciated
that the decision to implement a hardware module mechani-
cally, in dedicated and permanently configured circuitry, or in
temporarily configured circuitry (e.g., configured by soft-
ware) may be driven by cost and time considerations.

Accordingly, the term “hardware module” should be
understood to encompass a tangible entity, be that an entity
that is physically constructed, permanently configured (e.g.,
hardwired) or temporarily configured (e.g., programmed) to
operate in a certain manner and/or to perform certain opera-
tions described herein. Considering embodiments in which
hardware modules are temporarily configured (e.g., pro-
grammed), each of the hardware modules need not be con-
figured or instantiated at any one instance in time. For
example, where the hardware modules comprise a general-
purpose processor configured using software, the general-
purpose processor may be configured as respective different
hardware modules at different times. Software may accord-
ingly configure a processor, for example, to constitute a par-
ticular hardware module at one instance of time and to con-
stitute a different hardware module at a different instance of
time.

Modules can provide information to, and receive informa-
tion from, other modules. For example, the described mod-
ules may be regarded as being communicatively coupled.
Where multiples of such hardware modules exist contempo-
raneously, communications may be achieved through signal
transmissions (e.g., over appropriate circuits and buses) that
connect the modules. In embodiments in which multiple
modules are configured or instantiated at different times,
communications between such modules may be achieved, for
example, through the storage and retrieval of information in
memory structures to which the multiple modules have
access. For example, one module may perform an operation



US 9,075,847 B2

11

and store the output of that operation in a memory device to
which it is communicatively coupled. A further module may
then, at a later time, access the memory device to retrieve and
process the stored output. Modules may also initiate commu-
nications with input or output devices, and can operate on a
resource (e.g., a collection of information).

The various operations of example methods described
herein may be performed, at least partially, by one or more
processors 702 that are temporarily configured (e.g., by soft-
ware) or permanently configured to perform the relevant
operations. Whether temporarily or permanently configured,
such processors 702 may constitute processor-implemented
modules that operate to perform one or more operations or
functions. The modules referred to herein may, in some
example embodiments, comprise processor-implemented
modules.

Similarly, the methods described herein may be at least
partially processor-implemented. For example, at least some
of the operations of a method may be performed by one or
more processors or processor-implemented modules. The
performance of certain of the operations may be distributed
among the one or more processors, not only residing within a
single machine, but deployed across a number of machines. In
some example embodiments, the processors may be located
in a single location (e.g., within a home environment, an
office environment, or as a server farm), while in other
embodiments the processors may be distributed across a
number of locations.

While the invention(s) is (are) described with reference to
various implementations and exploitations, it will be under-
stood that these embodiments are illustrative and that the
scope of the invention(s) is not limited to them. In general,
techniques for maintaining consistency between data struc-
tures may be implemented with facilities consistent with any
hardware system or hardware systems defined herein. Many
variations, modifications, additions, and improvements are
possible.

Plural instances may be provided for components, opera-
tions or structures described herein as a single instance.
Finally, boundaries between various components, operations,
and data stores are somewhat arbitrary, and particular opera-
tions are illustrated in the context of specific illustrative con-
figurations. Other allocations of functionality are envisioned
and may fall within the scope of the invention(s). In general,
structures and functionality presented as separate compo-
nents in the exemplary configurations may be implemented as
a combined structure or component. Similarly, structures and
functionality presented as a single component may be imple-
mented as separate components. These and other variations,
modifications, additions, and improvements fall within the
scope of the invention(s).

What is claimed is:

1. A computerized method for document processing, the
method comprising:

obtaining one or more counts of keypoints of a first docu-

ment and one or more counts of remarkable character-
istics of a second document;

comparing at least one of the one or more counts of key-

points of the first document and at least one of one or
more corresponding counts of remarkable characteris-
tics of the second document, wherein the comparing step
further comprises selecting a cell of a plurality of cells of
the first document as a base cell and determining a value
of a difference between a keypoint count of the base cell
associated with the first document and a corresponding
keypoint count of a base cell of the second document to
determine a base cell similarity score; and
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determining a document similarity score between the first

and second document.

2. The computerized method of claim 1, wherein the sec-
ond document is one of a plurality of stored documents and
further comprising repeating the comparing and determining
steps for each of one or more of the plurality of stored docu-
ments.

3. The computerized method of claim 2, further comprising
identifying one or more of the plurality of stored documents
based on one or more lowest document similarity scores, a
lower similarity score corresponding to a higher similarity.

4. The computerized method of claim 1, further comprising
determining the one or more counts of keypoints of the first
document for each of a plurality of cells of the first document.

5. The computerized method of claim 1, wherein the one or
more counts of keypoints of the first document and the one or
more corresponding counts of keypoints of a second docu-
ment are normalized values.

6. The computerized method of claim 1, further comprising
determining and persistently storing the one or more counts
of'keypoints for each of a plurality of cells of one or more of
the plurality of stored documents.

7. The computerized method of claim 1, further comprising
normalizing and persistently storing the one or more counts
of'keypoints for each of one or more of the plurality of stored
documents.

8. The computerized method of claim 1, further comprising
repeating the selecting and determining the value steps for
each of a plurality of cells of the first document.

9. The computerized method of claim 8, wherein the deter-
mining the document similarity score step further comprises
summing the determined values.

10. The computerized method of claim 8, wherein the
determining the value step further comprises: selecting a
neighboring cell of the base cell associated with the first
document; and determining a value of a difference between a
remarkable characteristic count of the selected neighboring
cell associated with the first document and a keypoint count of
a corresponding neighboring cell of the second document to
determine a neighbor cell similarity score.

11. The computerized method of claim 10, wherein the
determining the document similarity score step further com-
prises summing the determined base cell similarity scores and
one or more neighbor cell similarity scores.

12. The computerized method of claim 10, further com-
prising weighting each neighbor cell similarity score and
wherein the determining the document similarity score step
further comprises summing the determined base cell similar-
ity scores and one or more weighted neighbor cell similarity
scores.

13. A computerized method for document processing, the
method comprising:

capturing an image of a printed document;

determining one or more counts of keypoints of the printed

document;

comparing at least one of the one or more counts of key-

points of the first document and at least one of one or
more corresponding counts of remarkable characteris-
tics of a second document of a plurality of stored docu-
ments; determining a document similarity score,
wherein the comparing step further comprises selecting
acell ofaplurality of cells of the first document as a base
cell and determining a value of a difference between a
keypoint count of the base cell associated with the first
document and a corresponding keypoint count of a base
cell of the second document to determine a base cell
similarity score;
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repeating the comparing and determining steps for each of

the plurality of stored documents; and

identifying one or more of the plurality of stored docu-

ments corresponding to one or more lowest document
similarity scores.

14. The computerized method of claim 13, further com-
prising obtaining one or more of the identified stored docu-
ments.

15. The computerized method of claim 14, further com-

5

prising providing a link to one or more of the identified stored 10

documents.
16. Apparatus for document processing, the apparatus
comprising:
a processor; memory to store instructions that, when
executed by the processor cause the processor to:
obtain one or more counts of keypoints of a first document
and one or more counts of keypoints of a second docu-
ment;
compare at least one of the one or more counts of keypoints
of the first document and at least one of one or more
corresponding counts of keypoints of the second docu-
ment, wherein the comparing step further comprises
selecting a cell of a plurality of cells of the first document
as a base cell and determining a value of a difference
between a keypoint count of the base cell associated with
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the first document and a corresponding keypoint count
of abase cell of the second document to determine a base
cell similarity score; and

determine a document similarity score between the first

and second document.

17. Non-transitory a computer-readable medium embody-
ing instructions that, when executed by a processor perform
operations comprising:

obtaining one or more counts of keypoints of a first docu-

ment and one or more counts of keypoints of a second
document;

comparing at least one of the one or more counts of key-

points of the first document and at least one of one or
more corresponding counts of keypoints of the second
document, wherein the comparing step further com-
prises selecting a cell of a plurality of cells of the first
document as a base cell and determining a value of a
difference between a keypoint count of the base cell
associated with the first document and a corresponding
keypoint count of a base cell of the second document to
determine a base cell similarity score; and

determining a document similarity score between the first

and second document.
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